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violence, maltreatment, extended separation from or death of a parent) and six types of adversity
(e.g., emotional abuse, homelessness, impaired primary caregiver, physical or educational
neglect). The STRESS symptom section assesses the 20 symptoms from the four DSM-5 PTSD
symptom clusters, and two dissociative symptoms, using 23 items measured on a 4-point rating
scale (None, 1 Day, 2-3 Days, Most Days) referencing the past week. Probable PTSD was
determined using DSM-5 criteria, with symptoms counted as present if endorsed as occurring on
at least one day, and at least one form of impairment (with peers, family, or at school) endorsed.
Trauma-related functional impairment is assessed with six questions addressing the primary
psychosocial domains for adults (e.g., spend time with friends and family, get along with people
you live with, and be a good parent for your children), with dichotomous (Yes-No) answers.
Evidence of internal consistency reliability and convergent and construct validity was provided
by analyses of STRESS results with a sample of maltreated youth (Grasso et al., 2015). In the
current sample (the PVE cohort), Cronbach’s Alpha for PTSD symptoms was 0.93.

Demographic and legal involvement data for youth were extracted from electronic
archival records of the Connecticut Judicial Branch Court Support Services Division. Severity of
legal charges was coded on a scale with 1 = Status Offense; 2 = Nonviolent Rule Violation
Misdemeanor; 3 = Nonviolent Felony or Major Misdemeanor; 4 = Violent Assault, Threat or
Harassment; 5 = Violent Sexual Offense. The highest charge associated with a unique juvenile
court referral was coded for severity. For example, if a youth had two different juvenile court
referrals for status offenses, that youth received a severity score of 2.
Data Analyses

Aim 1 was addressed with a latent class analysis of the PVE sample STRESS PTE data with

goodness of fit tested with the Bayesian Information Criteria (BIC; Schwartz, 1978)) and the Lo-

Mendell-Rubin (LMR) adjusted likelihood ratio test (Lo, Mendell, & Rubin, 2001), followed by a cross-
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